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In  his  speech  of  Feb.  24  rejecting 
the  West’s  proposal  for  a  four-power 
meeting  on  Germany,  Soviet  Premier 
Nikita  Khrushchev  bitterly  attacked  the 
Shah  of  Iran  and  the  Baghdad  Pact 
He  said  that  ever  since  the  July  14  revolt 


in  Iraq,  the  Shah  had  suffered  night¬ 
mares  and  the  West  had  witnessed  the 
collapse  of  the  Baghdad  Pact 

Friends  Again.  Earlier  Khrushchev 
patched  up  differences  with  UAR  Presi¬ 
dent  Nasser  via  a  10-page  letter,  in 
which  he  acknowledged  that  “ideologi¬ 
cal  differences’*  existed  between  the 
USSR  and  the  UAR,  but  disclaimed  any 
intention  of  interfering  in  the  latter’s 
internal  affairs,  and  vowed  that  Mos¬ 
cow’s  “attitude”  of  friendship  would 
never  change.  This  was  disclosed  by 
Nasser  in  a  speech  in  Damascus  on 
Feb.  21  in  which  be  blamed  the  West 
for  trying  to  sow  “seeds  of  dissension” 
between  the  UAR  and  USSR. 

Moscow  was  particularly  emphatic  in 
its  protestations  of  friendship  for  the 
UAR  in  the  course  of  an  attack  on  Mo¬ 
hammed  Heikal,  editor  of  Al-Ahram, 
Cairo  daily,  accusing  him  of  pro-Ameri¬ 
canism  and  gross  distortions  of  fact  in 
articles  designed  to  destroy  Soviet-Arab 
friendship.  In  its  Arabic  broadcasts, 
Moscow  also  denounced  the  U.S.  which, 
it  charged  was  building  up  Israel  finan¬ 
cially  as  well  as  with  arms  while  at  the 
same  time  refusing  to  aid  the  Arabs. 
In  the  same  vein  of  distortion  a  Com¬ 
munist  East  Germany  broadcast  accused 
the  Bonn  government  of  sending  guns 
and  ships  to  Israel. 

ImparialUt  Plots.  Nasser’s  speech  in 
Damascus  hailing  the  first  anniversary 
of  the  UAR  conceded  difficulties  in 
Syria.  But  he  assured  the  Syrians  that 
the  UAR  was  strong  enough  to  foil 
alleged  “imperialist  conspiracies.”  Ac¬ 
companying  him  for  the  celebration 
were  Marshal  Tito  of  Yugoslavia  and 
the  Crown  Prince  of  Yemen.  As  a 
(Continued  on  page  176) 


Offer  of  Peace 

On  Feb.  20,  Prime  Minister  David  Ben-Gurion  of  Israel  renewed 
his  offer  to  negotiate  a  peace  settlement  with  the  Arabs.  He  said  that 
peace  could  be  obtained  in  an  hour  if  the  Arab  states  wanted  it.  He 
thought  that  the  UAR,  as  the  strongest  Arab  country,  would  be  the 
first  with  which  Israel  might  deal. 

Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  offer  found  no  friendly  ears.  In  Cairo  and 
Damascus,  where  the  UAR  celebrated  its  first  anniversary,  threats 
against  imperialism  and  Zionism  roared  against  the  background  of 
rolling  Russian  tanks. 

The  exchange  passed  without  comment  in  world  capitals  because 
it  is  no  longer  news  that  Israel  wants  peace  with  her  Arab  neighbors. 
Yet,  it  is  worth  noting  for  three  reasons: 

First,  it  is  necessary  from  time  to  time  to  set  the  record  straight. 
Many  people  uncritically  accept  the  propaganda  line  which  votes  a 
plague  on  both  houses  and  holds  that  the  responsibility  for  making 
peace  rests  on  Israel.  Those  who  have  studied  the  background  know 
that  there  is  no  real  obstacle  to  an  Arab-Israel  peace. 

Second,  there  is  a  theory  that  the  Arabs  will  make  peace  with  Israel 
only  when  they  are  strong  enough.  The  Cairo  newspaper  Al-Ahram, 
edited  by  Mohammed  Heikal,  President  Nasser’s  spokesman,  contra¬ 
dicted  this  notion  in  a  reaction  to  Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  proposal: 

“How  cao  Ben-Gurion  imagine  that  today,  when  from  the  military  point 
of  view  the  Arab  states  are  prepared  for  any  eventuality,  the  UAR  could 
think  of  such  a  peace  with  Israel?” 

Third,  Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  peace  offer  is  particularly  timely  because  in 
the  last  fortnight  the  Arabs  have  been  broadcasting  angry  alarms  that 
the  current  wave  of  immigration  from  Eastern  Europe  will  force  Israel 
to  expand.  Israel’s  population  density  is  less  than  that  of  the  State  of 
Maryland;  it  is  hard  to  see  how  the  addition  of  100,000  immigrants, 
which  will  raise  Israel’s  population  from  2,000,000  to  2,100,000,  threat¬ 
ens  Arab  security. 

[Furthermore,  how  cun  anyone  credit  their  complaint  as  bonafide 
when  the  Arab  states  sanctioned  the  mass  exodus  of  their  own  Jewish 
populations  to  Israel?  Almost  one  half  of  the  one  million  immigrants  to 
Israel  came  from  the  Arab  countries:  including  130,000  from  Iraq;  40,000 
from  Egypt  (22,000  in  1957);  50,000  from  Yemen;  12,000  from  Syria  and 
Lebanon;  12,000  from  Libya;  210,000  from  North  Africa.] 

Science  knows  that  Israel  can  absorb  many  new  immigrants.  The 
boundaries  of  this  historic  undertaking  are  not  Arab  frontiers — ^they 
are  the  limits  of  scientific  research.  Israel’s  task  is  to  unite  people, 
water,  and  land  for  the  maximum  benefit  of  all. 

But  if  the  Arabs  really  fear  that  Israel  intends  to  expand,  they 
have  Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  offer  of  peace.  And  if  this  is  not  enough,  there 
is  the  1956  speech  of  Secretary  of  State  John  Foster  Dulles,  which 
offered  U.  S.  guarantees  of  any  agreed  Arab-Israel  frontiers.  What 
a  different  course  history  would  have  taken  if  President  Nasser  had  not 
spumed  Secretary  Dulles’  generous  offer  in  1955 ! 


A  Turn  for  the  Better 
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The  Western  world  is  so  accustomed 
to  reverses  in  the  Near  East  that  it 
accepts  good  news  with  incredulity. 

Within  the  last  fortnight  there  have 
been  two  developments  which  have 
been  clear  gains. 

One  is  the  agreement  on  Cyprus. 
The  other  is  the  determination  of  Iran 
to  resist  the  pressures  of  the  USSR. 

Cyprus  Gains  Indapamlanca.  For  over 
four  years  the  internecine  struggle  be¬ 
tween  Greeks,  Turks  and  British  over 
the  future  of  Cyprus  has  been  a  bleed¬ 
ing  wound  in  the  southern  flank  of 
NATO.  The  British  wanted  to  retain 
control  of  the  colony,  which  had  as¬ 
sumed  increasing  importance  with  the 
need  to  give  up  the  base  at  Suez.  But 
almost  80  per  cent  of  the  p(^ulation  of 
Cyprus  is  Greek,  and  Greece  wanted  the 
island.  The  Turkish  minority  struggled 
bitterly  for  partition. 

The  tragic  conflict,  taking  a  toll  of 
human  life  and  disrupting  the  NATO 
alliance,  embarrassed  and  weakened  the 
West,  offering  endless  propaganda  mate¬ 
rial  for  Communism  and  its  confed¬ 
erates  in  the  Near  East. 

Now,  a  final  agreement  has  been 
reached.  The  British  will  retain  two 
enclaves  in  Cyprus  for  military  bases. 
The  Turks  and  Greeks  have  given  up 
their  aspirations,  and  Cyprus  is  to  be 
independent  by  Feb.  19,  1960,  with 
provision  for  a  President  to  be  elected 
by  the  Greek  conununity,  and  a  Vice- 
President  to  be  elected  by  the  Turks. 

It  was  an  inevitable  decision.  With 
so  many  new  countries  in  Asia  and 
Africa  emerging  into  independence 
overnight,  colonial  status  for  Cyprus 
had  become  a  curious  anachronism. 

Once  again,  the  facts  belie  Moscow’s 
inflammatory  propaganda.  The  so- 
called  imperialists,  the  British,  have 
again  conceded  to  reality  and  the  Em¬ 
pire  has  grown  smaller.  There  is  a  new 
and  independent  country.  It  is  not  the 
West  that  seeks  to  impose  its  domina¬ 
tion  in  the  Mediterranean. 

Iran  Stands  Firm.  Iran  is  going  for¬ 
ward  with  a  defense  agreement  with 
the  U.S.  despite  menacing  pressure 
from  the  Soviet  Union.  The  Soviet 
Union  has  been  tiying  to  woo  Iran  out 
of  the  Western  orbit  It  has  been  at¬ 
tempting  to  negotiate  a  non-aggression 
pact  with  that  country. 

Apparently,  the  Soviet  Union  hoped 
to  induce  Iran  to  follow  Iraq  out  of  the 


Baghdad  Pact.  But  Teheran  rejected 
the  Soviet  overtures.  The  Soviet  Union 
contends  that  this  was  an  open  insult 
and  that  Iran  has  treated  ^e  Soviet 
Union  as  if  it  were  a  “postage  stamp 
power.”  If  Iran  persists  in  signing  the 
contemplated  agreement  with  the  United 
States,  the  Soviet  Union  warns  that 
Iran  will  become  an  enemy. 

Actually,  the  new  U.S.-Iran  agree¬ 
ment  makes  no  spectacular  change  in 
the  relations  of  the  two  countries.  They 
have  had  a  military  aid  agreement  in  the 
past.  That  agreement  is  now  to  be 
revised  to  reflect  U.S.  undertakings  un¬ 
der  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  to  come 
to  Iran’s  assistance  if  she  is  attacked 
by  international  Communism.  No 
U.S.  base  will  be  established  in  Iran. 
Nevertheless,  the  Soviet  radio  has  in¬ 
sisted  that  the  Shah  “wants  to  rely  on 
the  bayonets  of  Americans  and  to  turn 
Iran  into  an  American  military  base  at 
any  cost  and  save  his  shaky  throne  and 
crown  from  the  revolutionary  hands  of 
the  people.” 

Such  broadcasts  keep  reminding  the 
Shah  of  the  fate  suffered  by  King  Feisal 
of  Iraq  last  July.  Apparently,  the 
USSR  is  bent  on  a  revolutionary  upris¬ 
ing  inside  Iran. 

Washington  has  been  impressed  by 
the  courageous  stand  Iran  is  taking. 
With  neutralism  paralyzing  many  of 
the  new  governments  in  Asia  and  Afri¬ 
ca,  it  is  unusual  for  a  government  in 
the  Near  East  to  adhere  so  staunchly 
to  the  West.  The  Soviet  is  on  Iran’s 
north,  and  unfriendly  Iraq,  echoing  the 
Soviet  propaganda  line,  lies  to  the 
west.  Iran  is  almost  surrounded  by 
hostile  forces. 

Washington  speculates — hopefully — 
whether  the  temporary  gains  in  Cyprus 
and  Iran  can  be  made  permanent  and 
preserved. 

W*  ara  “Nautralist."  The  Depart- 
•  ment  of  State  is  taking  great  pains  not 
to  become  involved  in  the  Nasser- 
Kassem  dispute.  Despite  the  propa¬ 
ganda  from  Cairo  and  Damascus  that 
Iraq  is  going  Communist  and  that 
Nasser  must  be  supported  to  save  Iraq, 
our  government  is  maintaining  a  neu¬ 
tral  attitude.  We  will  give  neither  Iraq 
nor  the  UAR  an  opportunity  to  charge 
that  we  are  intervening  in  the  Arab- 
Arab  conflict.  We  will  make  every  ef¬ 
fort  to  preserve  correct  relationships 
with  all  governments  in  the  area  and 


refrain  from  any  overt  action  which 
could  be  misconstrued  as  putting  us 
into  the  camp  of  any  one  of  them.  This 
is  not  an  easy  policy  to  carry  out. 

Washington  experts  point  out  that 
the  recent  cabinet  changes  in  Iraq  did 
not  take  that  country  closer  to  Moscow. 
Of  the  eight  new  cabinet  officials,  four 
are  non-partisan  military  men.  The 
other  four  are  veteran  leaders  who  had 
held  office  in  government  before  the 
July  revolt  and  who  are  regarded  as 
nationalists  without  any  sympathy  for 
Communism. 

It  is  not  the  personnel  of  the  govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  the  propaganda  in  the 
Baghdad  press  and  radio  that  arouses 
grave  concern.  The  propaganda  is  vio¬ 
lently  anti-U.S.  It  follows  the  Moscow 
line  completely.  The  question  arises: 
who  is  running  Iraq,  the  government 
officials  in  the  cabinet  or  the  pro- 
Communists  who  manipulate  the  pres¬ 
sures  of  the  press  and  the  street? 

In  this  situation,  the  U.S.  treads  with 
great  wariness.  Relations  between  the 
U.S.  and  Iraq  are  proper  and  follow 
protocol.  But  the  U.S.  military  mission 
in  Iraq  is  grounded,  offers  of  American 
aid  are  not  accepted,  and  the  U.S.  may 
not  even  use  its  information  office  to 
carry  on  the  USIA. 

In  the  meantime,  Khrushchev  re¬ 
ceived  an  Iraq  delegation.  Our  govern¬ 
ment  now  estimates  Soviet  aid  to  Iraq 
at  $120  million. 

Jewish  Immigration.  One  fact  is  clear. 
Nasser  and  Kassem  both  claim  to  be 
the  true  prophets  of  Arab  nationalism, 
and  both  are  driven  to  propaganda  ex¬ 
tremes  in  the  attempt  to  prove  their 
claim  to  leadership.  This  is  partly  the 
explanation  of  the  frenetic  propaganda 
which  emanates  from  both  Cairo  and 
Baghdad  against  the  new  immigration 
into  Israel. 

Ever  since  Premier  David  Ben- 
Gurion  of  Israel  expressed  the  view 
that  the  Soviet  Union  might  open  its 
doors  and  permit  the  emigration  of  the 
three  million  Jews  who  still  live  in  that 
country,  the  Arabs  have  been  carrying 
on  a  new  campaign  to  whip  up  Arab 
public  opinion  against  Israel.  On  the 
one  hand,  the  Arabs  would  like  the 
Soviet  bloc  to  keep  the  door  closed.  In 
Washington,  the  Arabs  would  like  to  re¬ 
duce  American  aid  to  Israel,  whether  it 
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is  preferred  by  the  U.S.  government  or 
raised  by  private  philanthropy. 

The  Soviet  Union  has  hastened  to  re¬ 
assure  the  Arabs  that  the  Jews  of  that 
country  will  not  be  permitted  to  emi¬ 
grate.  On  Feb.  19.  Moscow  radio  in  an 
Arabic  broadcast  declared: 

“This  fabricated  news  concerning  the 
alleged  Jewish  emigration  from  the 
Soviet  Union  to  Israel  is  inspired  by 
colonialist  circles  which  aim  at  plant¬ 
ing  the  seeds  of  doubt  and  distrust  of 
Soviet  policy  among  the  Arabs.” 

On  Feb.  21,  the  Soviet  newspaper 
Izvestia  repeated  the  statement  that  Rus¬ 
sian  Jews  would  not  be  allowed  to  emi¬ 
grate  and  criticized  the  Arab  editors  in 
the  Lebanon  and  the  UAR,  complain¬ 
ing  that  they  had  assisted  in  spreading 
the  story  of  the  alleged  emigration. 
Izvestia  also  made  it  clear  once  again 
that  the  Communists  regard  Zionism 
as  a  reactionary  movement  and  have 
so  regarded  it  since  1917.  “There  has 
not  been  and  there  cannot  be  any  re¬ 
view  of  their  attitude  towards  21ionism," 
the  paper  said — a  statement  worth  not¬ 
ing  in  view  of  the  way  the  Arab  press 
in  recent  weeks  has  sought  to  link  Zion¬ 
ism^  with  Communists  in  the  Near  East. 

Meanwhile,  Jewish  emigration  from 
Rumania  continued.  On  Feb.  25,  the 
Bucharest  radio  asserted  that  the  Ru¬ 
manian  Jews  were  being  allowed  to 
leave  so  that  they  could  be  reunited 
with  relatives  in  Israel.  It  charged  that 
the  extent  of  the  emigration  was  exag¬ 
gerated  by  “imperialist  agents”  and  “ag¬ 
gressive”  American  circles  in  the  effort 
to  create  distrust  and  suspicion  between 
Rumania  and  the  Arab  nations.  It 
stated  that  there  were  only  146,000 
registered  Jews  left  in  Rumania. 

The  official  statement,  which  was  put 
out  by  the  Rumanian  press  agency,  ac¬ 
cused  Israel  and  Zionist  leaders  of  “a 
diversionist  campaign,”  broadcasting  the 
“crude  invention”  that  there  was  a 
“mass  migration  of  Jews  from  Eastern 
Europe  to  Israel.”  The  statement  re- 
grett^  that  Arab  leaders  and  the  Arab 
press  had  been  led  astray  by  the  cam¬ 
paign  of  “slander.” 

The  statement  declared  that  Rumania 
will  continue  “on  humanitarian 
grounds”  to  permit  Jews  to  go  to  Israel 
to  rejoin  their  relatives,  but  in  the 
future  the  government  will  do  every¬ 
thing  it  can  to  dissuade  them,  permitting 
them  to  leave  only  if  they  insist. 

But  in  Arab  countries  the  emigration 
continues  to  be  the  No.  1  propaganda 
issue,  and  the  press  reported,  on  Feb. 

from  Cairo  that,  according  to  Al- 
Akhbar,  the  UAR  is  making  military 
plans  to  meet  the  threat  of  Jewish  im¬ 
migration  into  Israel  and  to  check 
Israel  ambitions. 


The  extravagant  character  of  the 
Arab  propaganda  suggests  that  it  is 
intended  largely  for  domestic  ears.  At¬ 
tacking  Israel  has  become  the  badge  of 
Arab  patriotism.  Cairo  calls  upon  the 
Arabs  to  unite  to  repel  the  danger  of 
Israel.  Implicit  in  this  summons  is 
the  denunciation  of  those  forces  which 
are  opposed  to  Arab  unity — that  is  to 
say,  those  who  have  backed  Kassem  of 
Iraq  in  his  anti-Nasser  stand. 

Thus,  in  his  speech  on  Feb.  21,  cele¬ 
brating  the  first  anniversary  of  the 
UAR,  President  Nasser  appealed  for 
Arab  unity  between  Cairo  and  Baghdad, 
and  went  on  to  say: 

“The  dangers  which  we  face,  the 
dangers  of  discord,  dissension,  plot  and 
backbiting  between  the  Arab  countries, 
are  coupled  with  another  danger,  a  dan¬ 
ger  of  which  we  are  all  aware — we  hare 
been  aware  of  this  danger  for  ten  years 
— a  danger  threatening  our  nationalism 
and  all  the  Arab  countries.  It  is  the 
danger  of  Israel,  Israel  which  was 
established  on  the  basis  of  aggression, 
Israel  whose  policy  was  based  on  the 
imposition  of  peace.  The  word  ‘impo¬ 
sition*  means  war.  In  other  words, 
peace  through  war  or  imposing  peace 


Comment 


paral  ha*  imUeated  its  acceptenee  in 
prolo’'  of  Uhs  •— V®  ft 


The  Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald  of  Feb.  19  takes  editorial  issue 
with  a  press  release  from  the  Arab  In¬ 
formation  Center  which  sought  to 
smear  Israel  as  a  country  where  Com¬ 
munism  is  entrenched.  The  purpose  of 
the  Arabs’  release  was  to  discredit  Is- 
raeVs  efforts  to  absorb  the  Jews  now 
coming  out  of  Rumania.  The  Post  ob¬ 
serves  that  thb  immigration  “will  cause 
some  problems  in  Israel  and  will  ag¬ 
gravate  suspicions  among  Israel’s  neigh¬ 
bors,’’  but,  the  Post  continues,  IsraeFs 
willingness  to  absorb  them 

“performs  a 

great  humanitarian  service,  particularly 
in  the  absence  of  more  liberal  immigra¬ 
tion  regulations  in  the  United  States 
and  other  countries.  The  effort  to  stig¬ 
matize  Israel  as  sympathetic  toward 
Communism  on  this  account  is  a  cheap 
maneuver  which  reflects  upon  the  mo¬ 
tives  of  the  perpetrators.  If  the  Arab 
countries  had  been  as  alert  to  Commu¬ 
nist  designs  as  Israel  has  been,  there 
would  be  less  to  worry  about.” 


on  the  Arab  states  by  committing  ag¬ 
gression  against  the  Arab  states  in 
order  to  force  them  into  accepting 
peace.” 

Within  the  last  two  weeks  the  Arab 
press  and  radio  have  put  Israel  high 
on  the  agenda:  Thus: 

Cairo  Radio,  Feb.  14:  “The  Egyptian 
Communist  Party  circulated  a  secret 
resolution  on  Oct  27,  1953,  urging 
final  settlement  of  the  Israel  problem. 

. . .  Such  a  settlement  cannot  be  reached 
without  a  peaceful  understanding  with 
Israel  and  turning  the  armistice  into 
total  peace.  The  Communists  natural¬ 
ly  also  seek  the  abolition  of  the  Arab 
Legion,  Arab  unity  and  Arab  solidarity 
.  .  .  Israel  is  searching  for  peace  with 
the  Arabs.  This  is  what  is  wanted  also 
by  the  Communists  .  .  .  Establishment 
of  the  UAR,  Arab  unity  and  the  union 
of  Arab  armed  forces  mean  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  dreams  of  Israel.  This 
means  no  peace  with  Israel  .  .  .  None 
of  the  above  is  wanted  by  the  U.S., 
Britain  or  France  .  .  .  nor  by  the  Com¬ 
munist  parties  .  .  .  nor  by  Israel.” 

AMhaab,  Cairo,  Feb.  17:  “These 
Jewish  immigrants  will  mean  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  a  new  war  in  the  Middle  East 
. . .  This  danger  can  be  crushed  through 
unity  .  .  .  But  there  is  a  minority  which 
is  trying  to  make  the  Arabs  divided 
and  weak  .  .  .  Israel  wants  peace  with 
the  Arabs  .  .  .  Through  this  peace  and 
disunity  among  the  Arabs  it  seeks  to 
expand  from  the  Euphrates  to  the 
NUe.” 

Baghdad  Radio,  Feb.  18,  2:00  PM.: 
“These  Zionist  imperialist  designs  are 
added  to  the  campaigns  of  mass  killing 
and  annihilation  in  Algeria  and  Oman. 

.  .  .  Our  bitter  fight  against  imperialism 
has  not  ended.  It  is  growing  more  in¬ 
tense.” 

5:00  P.M.:  “The  only  way  to  deal 
with  the  growing  Jewish  immigration  to 
Israel  is  to  strike  against  the  leaders, 
patrons  and  protectors  of  Western  im¬ 
perialism,  headed  by  American  im¬ 
perialism  .  .  .  The  Americans  consider 
this  country  their  weapon  against  the 
Arabs.  The  Arabs  must  never  forget 
their  real  enemies.” 

Cairo  Radio,  Feb.  18:  “The  Arabs 
realize  the  gravity  of  the  new  plot 
Israel’s  ambitions  have  no  limit.  They 
must  go  so  far  as  to  cover  the  domina¬ 
tion  of  the  whole  world.” 

Then  follows  a  paraphrase  of  the  no¬ 
torious  forgeries,  “The  Protocols  of 
Zion.” 
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show  of  strength,  20  heavy  Soviet 
tanks  were  paraded  for  the  first  time, 
and  Syrians  were  told  that  the  UAR 
flag  had  been  hoisted  on  new  Soviet- 
bloc  minesweepers  in  the  port  of  Lata- 
kia.  Damascus  radio  said  that  these 
ships  together  with  the  UAR  subma¬ 
rines  “make  our  fleet  one  of  the  strong¬ 
est  in  the  eastern  Mediteranean." 

Nasser  also  blamed  imperialist  “en¬ 
emies  of  Arab  nationalism”  for  under¬ 
mining  unity  with  Iraq.  Later  he  of¬ 
fered  to  fly  to  Baghdad  for  a  meeting 
with  Iraqi  Premier  Kassem. 

Iraq's  Position.  Iraq,  however,  at¬ 
tacked  Nasser  without  naming  him,  and 
rejected  “positive  neutrality  to  cover 
bargains  and  truces  with  the  enemies  of 
the  Arabs.”  In  a  strong  bid  for  Arab 
leadership,  Baghdad  pledged  solidarity 
against  imperialism,  against  the  French 
in  Algeria,  and  against  Israel. 

The  Iraqi  press  also  attacked  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  for  saying  at  a  press 
conference  that  he  hoped  the  forces 
for  freedom  in  Iraq  would  triumph  over 
those  who  advocated  a  dictatorship  and 
Communist  type  of  government. 

London  disclosed  that  it  was  con¬ 
tinuing  to  supply  arms  to  Iraq. 

Boycott.  Iraq  is  also  actively  support¬ 
ing  the  Arab  boycott  against  Israel,  and 
announced  that  it  was  blacklisting  two 
U.S.  firms  for  doing  business  with 
Israel.  A  third  American  firm  was 
blacklisted  by  Jordan. 

Two  international  sport  associations, 
the  International  Ass^iation  of  Light 
Athletics,  of  London,  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Basketball  Association,  of 
Munich,  have  withdrawn  from  the  1959 
Olympics  because  Beirut  has  refused 
to  invite  Israel  or  permit  Israeli  teams 
to  participate  in  the  world  games  which 
are  to  be  held  in  Lebanon. 

Border  Patrol.  Two  Gaza  fedayeen, 
armed  with  bombs,  were  shot  and 
killed  by  an  Israel  patrol  2V&  miles  in¬ 
side  Israel  territory.  In  another  affray 
at  the  Gaza  border,  a  UNEF  soldier 
was  wounded.  In  the  northern  Galilee 
region,  Syrians  fired  on  Israelis  near 
Kiar  Szold. 

Aslan  Friondship.  The  head  of  one 
of  India’s  leading  political  parties.  Prof. 
Ram  Singh,  president  of  the  powerful 
right-wing  Hindu  Mahasabha,  called 
for  support  of  Israel  “because  it  is  a 
strong  wall  against  the  Communist 
powers.”  Prof.  Singh  criticized  Prime 
Minister  Nehru  for  collaborating  with 
the  UAR,  whose  expansion,  he  said, 
would  endanger  Indian  security. 
African  Gombit.  In  their  war  against 
“Western  imperialism,”  Moscow  and 
Cairo  are  attacking  the  UN  decision  to 


Long-Term  Aid 

On  the  Senate  floor,  Feb.  19,  Sen. 
John  F.  Kennedy  (D)  Mass.,  urged 
support  of  the  Development  Loan  Fund 
as  one  of  the  best  tools  we  have  for 
long-term  foreign  aid.  He  cited  India 
as  a  special  example  of  a  nation  which 
is  of  primary  importance  to  the  free 
world  and  which  needs  the  kind  of 
long-term  development  capital  provided 
by  the  Development  Loan  Fund. 

He  advocated  a  “substantial,  long¬ 
term  program  of  productive  loans  to 
underdeveloped  areas  from  a  fully  capi¬ 
talized  central  fund  capable  of  work¬ 
ing  with  either  independent  nations  or 
regional  groupings.”  Such  a  fund,  he 
said,  would  be  the  “most  effective  step 
we  can  take  to  give  other  governments 
in  Asia  and  the  Middle  East — many  of 
whom  are  now  balanced  precariously 
in  deciding  whether  to  channel  their 
energies  and  resources  around  the  tasks 
of  economic  growth  or  around  military 
buildup  and  divisive  conflict — ^new  in¬ 
centive  and  inspiration.” 

Kennedy  joined  with  Sen.  John  Sher¬ 
man  Cooper  (R)  Ky.,  Rep.  Chester 

grant  independence  to  the  French 
Cameroons  in  January  1960.  They  are 
opposed  to  the  present  Cameroon  gov¬ 
ernment’s  plan  to  join  the  “French 
Community”  of  African  states  after  in¬ 
dependence,  and  insist  on  a  plebiscite 
over  the  question  of  unity  with  the 
British  Cameroons,  which  are  slated  for 
independence  at  the  same  time.  The 
Sudan  and  Ethiopia  are  supporting  the 
Trusteeship  Council’s  decision  for  in¬ 
dependence  without  a  plebiscite. 


WASHINGTON . . . 


Bowles  (D),  Conn.,  and  Rep.  Chester 
E.  Merrow  (R),  N.H.,  in  submitting  a 
concurrent  resolution  calling  for  a  study 
of  India’s  needs  to  assure  fulfillment  j 
of  its  second  S-year  plan. 

Budget  Call 

In  his  maiden  speech.  Sen.  Gale  W.  i 
McGee  (D)  Wyoming,  followed  Sen.  j 
Kennedy  with  a  warning  that  the  U.  S.  I 
would  not  be  able  to  counter  the  Soviet  j 
threat  to  the  free  world  by  a  business-  I 
as-usual  approach.  Pointing  out  that  j 
a  balanced  budget  is  inadequate  to 
meet  our  needs  and  obligations  as  a  ’ 
world  leader,  the  Wyoming  legislator 
said  that  the  Administration  should 
call  on  the  people  to  face  op  to  the 
hard  facts  of  our  times,  that  we  are  in 
a  war  today,  a  war  of  economics  rather 
than  a  shooting  war  but  one  “nonethe¬ 
less  determined  in  its  ultimate  ob¬ 
jectives.”  Citing  the  challenge  hurled 
by  Soviet  Premier  Khrushchev,  he  said 
that  America  today  needs  a  war  bud-  ‘ 
get,  not  a  peace  budget;  long-range 
planning,  not  a  balanced  budget. 

Industrial  Development 

Private  enterprise  will  be  expanded 
in  Israel  as  the  result  of  a  US.  Develop¬ 
ment  Loan  of  $5  million  granted  Feb. 

20  to  the  Israel  Industrial  Institution, 
Ltd.  The  loan  will  be  used  to  help 
establish  private  industries  by  making 
long  and  intermediate  term  credits  avail¬ 
able.  The  Israel  Industrial  Institution, 
which  has  been  making  loans  at  the  rate 
of  30  a  month,  needs  foreign  exchange 
to  help  its  borrowers  import  needed 
machinery  and  other  supplies.  Last 
year  Israel  received  $15  million  from 
the  Development  Loan  Fund. 
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